Introduction
In 2010 a painting 'normally considered too upsetting for modern tastes' which 'while impressive' was also 'undeniably "gruesome"' was displayed at an exhibition of British sporting art at the Bowes Museum, Barnard Castle. The Guardian reported that the grisly content of the painting was 'the reason why it was taken off permanent display by its owners' the Laing Gallery in Newcastle. 1 The painting, Sir Edwin Landseer's The Otter 3
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picnic and a paddle. Otherwise inaccessible wild and watery landscapes could also be explored: 'in otter hunting, the hounds, the invigorating air of the early morning, and the superb beauty of England's valleys and dales constitutes the chief attractions… the quarry itself is quite a secondary consideration'. 9 In this paper we consider the ways in which campaigns against otter hunting were carried out in the period 1900 to 1939. The most important organisation calling for the protection of otters in the Edwardian period was the Humanitarian League, founded in 1891
by Henry Salt, who published his pamphlet Humanitarianism in the same year. It was the only organisation that called for the legal protection of otters at the beginning of the twentieth century. 10 Promoting the 'humane principles… of compassion, love, gentleness, and universal benevolence', the Humanitarian League clearly set itself apart from other reform oriented bodies. Their aim, 'to enforce the principle that it is iniquitous to inflict avoidable suffering on any sentient being', was tied to both the criminal law and prison system, and the prevention of cruelty to animals. The belief that 'any sentient being' deserved protection from 'ill-treatment' generated a comprehensive list of animal related activities marked for legislative change. Vivisection, the slaughter of animals for food, the fur and feather fashion trade, and blood sports were all targeted. 11 Recognising that such causes may be disregarded as 'sickly sentimentality', the League made a point of stressing that their underlying principles were not merely 'a product of the heart…but an essential portion of any intelligible system of ethics or social science'. 12 In order to share these principles with the public, the League adopted a strategy that involved open meetings, lobbying influential individuals, letter-writing campaigns to newspapers and magazines, producing pamphlets, monthly journals and other scholarly publications.
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First calls to protect the otter
Daniel Allen, Charles Watkins and David Matless 4 One of the first men of influence to join the Humanitarian League was Colonel William
Lisle Blenkinsopp Coulson (1841 Coulson ( -1911 . Brought up as a sportsman and still a keen angler, this well-known Northumberland country gentleman and Justice of the Peace was 'a staunch and fearless friend of animals'. 14 After retiring from the army he devoted much of his time to lecturing in schools across the country about the fair treatment of animals. From the late 1890s Coulson had also launched a prolific letter writing campaign against otter hunting in local, regional and national newspapers. In 1901 he also contributed a four page paper, 'The
Otter Worry,' to the League's sixty-three page pamphlet British Blood Sports: 'Let us go out and kill something'. Here he labelled otter hunting as the second cruellest blood sport:
With the exception of the hare-hunt men and women possibly never sink so low as they do when they join an Otter-Worry. There is no danger, no risk, absolutely no excuse for this form of baiting except the insensate one of a lust for blood. 15 Although this document only had a small readership it proved to be the earliest written condemnation of the sport from an organisation. Coulson thought hare hunting was crueller than otter hunting because the hare was 'timid' 'defenceless' and 'nervous', whereas the otter was a 'gallant little animal' which 'died after a long hard-fought battle.' 16 Otter hunting was compared unfavourable to other types of hunting. A key criticism was of the voyeurism of watching the otter die. Coulson compared the death of the fox with the death of the otter to emphasise the cruelty of otter hunting. With fox hunting, he argued, 'few perhaps ever see the death, and it is over almost in an instant' but, 'owing to his strength and cat-like tenacity of life', the otter 'fights long and dies hard'. Consequently 'everyone can watch, and most do watch, the end' and 'people collect from far and near' and 'watch in cold blood for minutes together the frantic death-agony of the brave little animal who has never done injury to anyone assembled. It is a brutal, demoralising amusement.'
Here, the criticism of otter hunting seems to be directed more at the spectator's reaction to Johnston, otter hunters were not cruel they were simply misinformed. At this time the main justification for killing otters was the damage they did to fish stocks. With this in mind Johnston seemed to overlook the behaviour of otter hunters and instead placed blame on anglers:
Salmon is produced in such enormous abundance in North America and Norway, and is so very unlikely (owing to its habit of resorting to the sea) to become exterminated in British waters by the otter, that it would be a shame if this remarkable aquatic weasel… were extirpated… to gratify the anglers craze. 25 Johnston's opinion of the otter and motivation for its protection were also quite unusual. Rather than defend its sentient or sporting qualities, he was much more concerned with its aesthetic role in the landscape. In his view, otters were more visible than fish and therefore their lives were more valuable: 'the time has come when active steps should be taken to promote the preservation of the otter, a creature far more beautiful, wonderful and "obvious" than any fish'. 26 For Johnston the otter was not a special animal, it was one of many 'beasts, birds, and reptiles' which potentially added to the 'future happiness of the world'. Otter hunting presents to him 'a picturesque scene, with the scarlet-coated, whitebreeched men armed with spears, with shaggy hounds, and the landscape set with great marsh marigolds… and the sunshine of May'. He thought that the aesthetics of otter hunting could be maintained if 'public opinion or legislation' limited the killing of otters to 'ten per 7
Campaigns against Otter Hunting, 1900-39 annum in any one county' and then 'it might be possible to keep up a picturesque sport without unduly lessening the number of otters in our rivers'. 27 The idea of introducing a 'slaughter limit' helps to explain why his case for protecting the otter did not play a part in the rhetoric of the Humanitarian League or the League for the Prohibition of Cruel Sports.
Yet although Johnston was not directly involved, his argument brought into prominence the campaign for the otter.
Raising public awareness
The national profile of otter hunting was raised in July 1905 when the press reported an incident that became known as the Barnstaple cat-worrying case. In this case, which was brought by the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, the Master of the Cheriton Otter Hounds, Mr Walter Lorraine Bell, and three of its members were found guilty of charges relating to cruelty to cats. The incident was widely reported and horrified the public. The otter hunters involved had been using cats in a specially constructed wooden tunnel to train their young terriers to 'bolt' otters. The cruelty was not disputed and Bell's defence to the charge showed little remorse. First, he insisted that cats had been used, as he could not always get hold of a badger. Second, he felt that as he had bought the cats they were his own property and third, he argued that it was less cruel to use a cat than a badger as worrying the latter badly injured the dogs. 28 He did however 'come to the conclusion that their conduct had been reprehensible'. 29 Bell was sentenced to one month's imprisonment with hard labour and John Church, the Hunt's Whip, received half that sentence. Having been allowed bail, the pair's charges were later revised on appeal to a five pound fine, on the understanding that Bell gave a donation of one hundred pounds to the North Devon Infirmary. would 'find pleasure neither in torturing, nor annihilating any of them'. 35 The second letter from 'An Old Fashioned Sportsman' denounced otter hunting on sporting grounds and used the Barnstaple cat-worrying case to strengthen his argument:
Daniel Allen, Charles Watkins and David Matless
I belong to an old family of Tory sportsman who have been brought up to view with disgust such amusements as involve the fiendish cruelty and worrying of one poor little animal for many hours by a motley crowd of men, women and even children, some armed with spears… The recent exposure in Devonshire, where a master of otter hounds was sentenced to imprisonment… for torturing cats to death, should show the public the lengths to which cowards will go when once they begin to gratify blood-lust.
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The third, by Lady Florence Dixie, took the opportunity to publicise the Humanitarian League's work on blood sports. Finally the author of the original article, J. C. BristowNoble, responded resentfully that 'On behalf of some of these daughters of Eve, I have now to state that it is of their opinion that the quarry, as is frequently the case, should always be allowed to escape'. This reversal shows that the campaigning did have an impact, albeit a small one, on the public perception of the activity. But Bristow-Noble emphasised that 'we should… feel thankful that the Masters of the various packs of otter hounds do not share this opinion'.
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The first malpractice to be exposed in otter hunting itself was an incident that occurred on the River Tweed on 6 th July 1907. Writing in the Morning Leader, Colonel
Coulson described how an otter, which had been hunted for seven hours, was struck and killed by a blow from a metal-shod stick wielded by an otter hunter in a boat. Animals and the putative otter hunting bill became for many just another means to criticise its inadequacy and hypocrisy.
Anti-hunting publications
The first publication solely concerned with exposing the cruelties of otter hunting was An otter's cub was captured and confined in the stableyard of a house near a river where the mother had been hunted during the day. At night, in company with her other cub, she came to the yard and tried to liberate the little captive, but without success. At dawn she withdrew to the river, where she was again hunted, but after several hours' pursuit managed to escape. Nothing daunted, she returned at nightfall to the yard and once more endeavoured to free her cub, but with no better result than before. It is pleasant to read that after such heroic conduct on the part of the poor beast, the hunter's heart softened and the whelp restored.
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If anyone interpreted this anecdote with a smidgen of sentimentality, as a narrative of a protective mother rewarded for her 'heroic conduct' with the release of her whelp, the harsher realities of such freedom were instantly put into perspective with a quotation from L.
C. R. Cameron:
Resentment at disturbance of the normal conditions impels her to leave her couch in which she has laid her cubs; the promptings of the maternal instinct compel her to return forthwith to her offspring.
Even if she is prevented from doing so, she will hang about the place where they are, and perhaps be killed 'wet' when the cubs, too, will perish. Another aspect of otter hunting that attracted critical attention was the type of people involved and the behaviour it induced. Men, women and children could all actively participate together in this sport. Otter hunters were of course proud of this fact; it was one of the many peculiarities that set it apart from other field sports. Opponents, on the other hand, were offended by this inclusivity. Joseph Collinson argued that a 'deplorable feature of this sport is that its followers include all sorts and conditions of people: ministers of religion with their wives, young men and young women, sometimes even boys and girls'.
Moreover, the intimacy of otter hunting meant that 'not only are they present at these infamous scenes, but, like the huntsmen, are worked up to the wildest pitch of excitement'
and moreover 'join in the final worry and the performance of the obsequies, when the spoils of the chase are distributed'. 56 Unlike other blood sports, the main excitement in otter hunting was seen to derive from the involvement in the visceral spectacle of the kill.
Offering close proximity and participatory practices of seeing ('gazing') and doing (the 'stickle'), any member of an otter hunt could participate in 'infamous scenes'. Added to this, the physical characteristics of the otter meant that the 'final worry', much like the preceding pursuit, could be more prolonged and more of a spectacle than in hunts of other animals. 
Campaigns against Otter Hunting, 1900-39
The conduct of the women is beyond me to describe… What can look more ridiculous than a middleaged woman, hurrying along, mile after mile, through wet grass and muddy pools, climbing fences and walls, her clothes sticking to her body and her hair half down her back?
59
For many, the behaviour of these dynamic and somewhat bedraggled women, clad in sodden attire, was far from ladylike. In the minds of campaigners it not only 'looked ridiculous', it was unacceptable. If the mere presence of women was condemned, then the role they played in, and joy they gained from, the death of the otter was shocking.
The war had a dramatic effect on otter hunting and campaigns against the sport, hunting through the war 'not for sport, but in order to keep down the head of otters in the interests of the fisheries'. 61 Alongside the overall decrease of otter hunts and otter hunters was the dramatic reduction of advertised meets and reports in the national and regional press. This meant the League had far fewer opportunities to criticise otter hunting and by 1918 it recognised that it was 'the extravagance of spending vast sums of money on hunting and shooting', rather than the cruelty of blood sports, which aroused public resentment. 62 And as a relatively inexpensive sport, such social changes meant otter hunting had become a less appealing target for them.
The campaign in the inter-war period
The She argued that 'Otter-hunting is an incredibly vile sport, because it is deliberately carried on in the breeding season' and was amazed 'that a larger number of influential people do not feel it their duty to make active protests against these things. We appeal to the chivalry of English men and women to make these so-called sports impossible.' Colchester 'resulted in a local ban being placed on the hounds'. 67 These kinds of demonstrations continued throughout the 1930s.
[ Figure 3 near here]
In August 1935 Cruel Sports reported that a group of women from the Leeds branch had protested against the Kendal and District Otter Hounds in July. Again this article was accompanied with a striking photograph of several ladies holding banners (Figure 3) . 'Otter-
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hunting is cowardly and unmanly'; 'Otters are hunted by people who should know better';
'Otter hunting is a relic of barbarism'; 'Otters are hunted in the breeding season which is despicable' were just some of the 'truths' blazoned on boards that day. We can gain an insight into the exact message they were trying to make from the letter which was handed to the master, Sir Maurice Bromley-Wilson, and followers:
The Leeds branch of the League for Prohibition of Cruel Sports has organised this protest against otter-hunting to indicate that there is a growing public feeling against this and other so-called sports.
It is amazing to us that men and women can find pleasure in hunting living creatures for hours, putting them to considerable distress and pain, and then watching their exhausted bodies being torn to pieces by hounds.
The letter argued that 'no reasonable excuse can be found for such conduct, misnamed sport' which was 'morally wrong' and 'barbaric'. It argued that if it were necessary, otters 'should be cleanly killed, i.e. shot' but they felt that many otters were 'preserved for hunting, a shameful blot on our civilisation'. The letter proposed that drag hunting 'provides all the thrill of the chase without a living victim, and we earnestly request you to consider its adoption in preference to hunting live creatures'. 68 These public demonstrations shed light on the respectability of the animal welfare movement. The social image being constructed is of a group of people who are not just morally right, but are more decent than the hunters, who are by contrast portrayed as disreputable, aggressive and shameful.
The hunting and killing of female otters during the breeding season was a recurring theme in anti-hunting literatures. Throughout the period campaigners repeatedly pointed to this subject as proof of the 'inconsistency and heartlessness' 69 of the hunting fraternity. As this practice was almost exclusively 70 reserved to otter hunting, they also tried to divide the hunting fraternity by distinguishing the sporting conduct of otter hunters from fox hunters, Although in political terms women gained full equality of suffrage in 1928, 72 socially, much of society still subscribed to the Victorian notion of womanhood. The idea of the 'fairer sex' taking part in manly or savage amusements was regularly invoked to shock the public. 73 Throughout the 1920s and 1930s however verbal disapproval was replaced with more subtle visual rebukes. Cruel Sports magazine readily employed this strategy. During the summer months its pages were sprinkled with photographs of women and girls being blooded at otter hunts. These snaps, which had been taken by otter hunters, were lifted from local newspapers then republished with evocative captions. In 1928, it showed a cheerful young woman 'glorying over being blooded at an otter-hunt'. 74 In 1929, there was a picture of a middle-aged woman and a teenage girl being blooded by the Joint Masters of the Wye
Valley Otter Hounds in front of a crowd of smiling spectators (Figure 4) . The large bold title above the image read, 'Women being "blooded" at an otter-hunt'. 75 Each of these examples shows how a certain body of evidence, produced by otter hunters to promote their sport, was used by campaigners to argue their case against it. On rare occasions women were singled out for criticism during this period:
Why the educated, rich, or the uneducated for the matter of that, have nothing better of more edifying to do with their time is beyond one's comprehension. And as to the women, they evidently have no sense of shame, or pity, for the torture these poor little creatures undergo. 76 There is a real sense that women should have had the emotional authority to know better.
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[ Figure 4 near here]
The League for the Prohibition of Cruel Sports also publicised isolated malpractices to strengthen their argument. On 4 th April 1928, for instance, several daily newspapers reported that an otter had been stoned to death by fifty working men in Workington. After being chased by the crowd, the female otter took refuge in some brickwork under a bridge.
The men then lit some cotton waste, smoked out the otter, and pelted it with stones. With no 'sportsmen' involved, the incident gained universal condemnation from otter hunters, members of the League for the Prohibition of Cruel Sports and the general public. In the Daily Sketch, Mr Harding Matthews, an individual with no declared interest wrote:
Are we to believe that Workington breeds people so utterly spineless as to allow, in public and in broad daylight, the brutal murder of an inoffensive, wild creature? Is there no legislation which would enable, say, the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals to get upon the track of the Workington murderers and make them suffer? The evidence seems clear enough. 'Wansfell' could not see how it was fair to hold the 'Workington roughs' up to obloquy without doing the same to devotees of organised otter hunting. In fact, this member felt that the latter was worse than the former:
In the one case a crowd of men became infected with a sudden attack of blood lust, and were carried away by the excitement of the moment to the temporary exclusion of all feelings of humanity.
Afterwards everyone who took part in the orgy was probably ashamed of himself. In the case of an organised hunt, the followers deliberately engage in a series of barbaric acts, skilfully camouflaged by all the trappings of an elaborate ritual… The regular otter hunter deliberately indulges in cruelty without the saving grace of feeling shame -on the contrary, the returning cars and local tap rooms ring with the complacent boastings of the 'lords -and ladies -of creation'.
79
By placing value on the life of the animal, it was not the act of killing that was condemned, but rather the killers' reaction to such an act. Unlike the working men who may have Bates wrote this chapter on the basis that he liked otters but, despite living within a mile of a river valley, had never seen one in the wild. Although in the book he admits this was partly due to the animal's nocturnal behaviour, in the shortened leaflet the omission of the introductory paragraph made otter hunting the prime reason for his misfortune. He reported that around 450 otters were killed every year which meant that 'in my short life of thirty years… something like twelve thousand otters have been killed in England for the purpose of fun'. This fun was 'one of the reasons why it is so difficult for me, and for that matter anybody else, to get a sight of an otter'. 80 The word 'fun' is the binding theme in Bates begins by considering the main 'excuse' for killing otters, the supposed need to reduce predation on fish. He agrees that the otter 'lives on fish, but so also do herons and wild duck and pike and kingfishers and cats and men and women'. Moreover, 'otters are not hunted by fishermen', but by people 'whose notions of fun' are to 'go out and kill something'. 82 In these terms, if 'fishermen', as the only people with 'a genuine grievance against' otters, did not feel the need to hunt and kill them 'on the grounds of revenge', then the animal was not a pest. With no utilitarian reason for killing, the hunted otter was simply 'something' killed for 'fun'. To reinforce this point Bates goes on to outline the 'enjoyable' aspects of the sport. To help do this he compares otter hunting with fox hunting. In the latter the fox has some chance of escape but in the former 'the otter's chances of escape are clearly much less'. To stress his dissatisfaction, he targets two features specific to the sport, the prolonged duration of the pursuit and spring and summer hunting:
To make it pleasant for otters as well as man, otters are hunted not only for a long time, for seven or eight or ten or eleven hours at a stretch, but in spring. This is clearly a splendid time. Rivers are then lovely with kingcup and ladysmock, meadows are starred and belled with daisy and cowslip, and, above all, the female otter is in cub. But what matter? She is about to be afforded the pleasure, the privilege, of being harried and hunted and having her living guts ripped out by forty human beings, twenty or thirty hounds and some terriers. 83 The underlying motivation for these very specific criticisms is a much broader belief that all living beings feel pain and suffer. For Bates, such suffering could not be enjoyable for the sufferer and should not be enjoyable for onlookers. He uses heavy irony to get his point across:
Fun is a curious word. It has many meanings and perhaps I misconstrue it? And since I have never seen an otter, except behind the glass of a painted case, who am I to say that the otter does not enjoy the fun of having its belly bloodily ripped?
Moreover:
Pain, too, like fun, is a word of many meanings and it is not surprising, perhaps, that for many people the two things are synonymous. For such people the laceration of an otter's living flesh is an amusing thing. I do not find this in the least hard to believe.
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After mobilising factual evidence, graphic descriptions and controversial comparisons, Bates concludes his essay bemoaning the seeming insanity of the legal position of hunted animals.
He is astonished that 'the law of this country still allows this rotten and most bloody exhibition of behaviour' and that such 'repugnant bloodiness' survives in 'a so-called civilised age and country'. 85 The Perhaps surprisingly, despite four decades of campaigns against the sport, the article does not describe otter hunting as something controversial. Instead, it tells the reader that:
'the otter is hunted partly because it is tradition to do so; partly because he provides excellent sport, and partly because it is still necessary to regulate his kind'. 89 In addition to this justification, any suggestion of cruelty is light-heartedly dismissed:
It is improbable that most of the people who go otter hunting worry much about the humanities or the natural law of the thing. They might be horrified if you suggested that they wished the otter any harm. Hunting is a good excuse for a hard day's exercise. And even we English -whose behaviour in the country is notoriously crazy -must have an excuse for wading through rivers in grey bowler hats, blue jackets and white flannel breeches. The otter is as good an excuse as the next one; and, after all, the beast usually escapes.
90
The Picture Post styles otter hunting as just another peculiar pastime the 'notoriously crazy' 'English' enjoy in the countryside. In these terms the iconic image of Varndell could be seen as positively publicising the face of otter hunting. This indicates that despite the ongoing challenge from the anti-blood-sports movement, in 1939 hunting rhetoric still informed the public's perception of otters and otter hunting. The painting is currently in store at the Laing Gallery, Newcastle
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